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,d IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF EPCO$% *)- - -*-  

CORPORATION, FOR A DETERMINATION OF THE 
CURRENT FAIR VALUE OF ITS UTILITY PLAN AND ) SANTA CRUZ VALLEY CITIZENS 
PROPERTY AND FOR INCREASES IN ITS RATES ) COUNCIL APPLICATION FOR 
AND CHARGES FOR UTILITY SERVICE BY ITS REHEARING 
MOHAVE WATER DISTRICT, PARADISE VALLEY 
WATER DISTRICT, SUN CITY WATER DISTRICT, 
TUBAC WATER DISTRICT, AND MOHAVE 
WASTEWATER DISTRICT. 

WATER ARIZONA INC., AN ARIZONA ) DOCKETNO. WS-O1303A-14-0010 
) 

APPLICATION FOR REHEARING OF DECISION NO. 75268 

Pursuant to A.R.S.40-253(A), the Santa Cruz Valley Citizens Council ("SCVCC") submits its 

Application For Rehearing ("Rehearing Application") of certain aspects of the Commission's Decision 

No. 75268. More specifically, and in the interest of brevity, SCVCC incorporates herein by this 

reference and adopts as the substantive text of SCVCC's Rehearing Application the following portions 

of the Residential Utility Consumer Office's ("RUCO") September 24,201 5 Application For Rehearing 

of Decision No. 75268: (i) page 3, lines 7-14 and Footnote 3; (ii) page 4, lines 17-20; (iii) Exhibit "B"; 

and, (iv) Exhibit "C" and (v) Exhibit "D". In summary, the phase in rates for Tubac over a three year 

period should reflect the amounts depicted in RUCO's "Exhibit B" versus the incorrect amounts that 

were calculated as shown in RUCO's "Exhibit C." In addition, the amendment put forth by 

Commissioner Little that would reduce the "corporate allocations" for Tubac by $100,000 should be 

approved. This amount of EPCOR Tubac's total operating expenses was imbedded in expense lines 

other than the corporate allocation expense line that already represented about $42,000 of expense. This 
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idditional amount is not only inappropriate but very burdensome to ratepayers of this small water 

listrict. 

Dated this 28th day of September, 201 5 .  

Respectfully submitted, 
Santa Cmz Valley Citizens Council 

-., 
Rich Bohman 
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